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- The MAI JNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE three MONTH(S) FROM 

THE MAILING DA7T OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time .-say oe available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MO ITHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for repi. specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will 

be considered fin ely. 

- If NO period for re; y is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this 

communication. 

- Failure to reply withi.i il set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received b 'the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

earned patent ten a jjustment. See 37 CFR 1 704(b). 

Status 

1)B3 Responsive to oommunication(s) filed on Apr 26. 2001 



2a) □ This action .s FINAL. 2b) 83 This action is non-final. 

3) □ Since this ipphcation is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in v ;c^dance with the practice under Ex parte Qu$fl&35 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of CI: : n f s 

4) S3 Claim(s) _1-17 __ is/are pending in the applica 

4a) Of the ; ove, claim(s) 1-4 and 8-11 is/are withdrawn from considers 

5) □ Claim(s) _ is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) J: / md 12-17 is/are rejected. 

7) □ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) □ Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirem 

Application Pape s 

9) □ The specif. -raton is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawi 1 (s, filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

1 1 ) □ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: aP approved b)Ddisapproved. 

12) D The oath c: declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 -J.s.c. § 119 

13) D Acknowledge! ;ent is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 
a)D All b) [ Some* c) CNone of: 

1. □ Certi .j copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. □ Cert;' ed copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3. □ Copif. z > cf the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
jr . iication from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*See the atts-,hec: detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowle --ier :ient is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
Attachment(s) 

15) [Xl Notice of Refere; c ■ - d (PTO-892) 18) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

16) □ Notice of Draftsp- t r. ' -atent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 19) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PT0-152) 

17) information Discir . tl itement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s). f>C 20) Q Other: 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Or 

PTO-326 (Rev. 9-00. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restriction 

1. Applicant's election with traverse of Group A, consisting of Figs. 14a, 14b and 14c, in 
Paper No. 4 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that a serious burden would arise 
only if the application were restricted to one of the identified inventions. This is not found 
persuasive because the patentably distinct species of the claimed glazing bead would require a 
different search. The Examiner wishes to note that although the Applicant elected independent 
claims 1, 5 5 8, 12 and 15 as reading on Group A, drawn to a glazing bead cooperating with a 
mullion, it appears as though claims 5-7 and 12-17 read on the elected species. Claim 8, drawn 
to a glazing bead cooperating with a support structure, appears to read on the non-elected species 
of Group B. For the purposes of this Office Action, claims 5-7 and 12-17 will be treated on the 
merits, as these claims appear to read on the elected species, Group A. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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3. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "one side of each u-shape section being short and the other 
side being connected" in lines 3-4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 

nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 5-7, and 12-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 



Schilling. 
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In Fig. 1, Schilling reveals a bent metal glazing bead, 30, having a pair of spaced apart 
elongated rectangular cross-section legs, 54; interconnected by a bridge element to form a U- 
shaped channel, 30; at least one mechanical means, 26 and 44, that cooperates with the bridge 
element and a portion of a mullion, 24, matingly fitted into the U-shaped channel between the 
elongated legs to thereby secure the glazing channel to the mullion; wherein the elongated legs of 
rectangular cross-section, 54, are dimensioned to matingly engage rabbets on either side of the 
mullion, 24. What is not shown in the '527 reference is the elongated legs to be hollow. Given 
the instant specification and current material saving practices, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to construct hollow elongated 
cross-sectional legs so as to provide a glazing bead at a lower cost due to the use of less material. 

In regards to claims 15-17, Schilling discloses the bent metal glazing bead as discussed 
above, but does not explicitly teach of a glazing bead in combination with a hollow metal wall 
having a unitary welded frame at its perimeter and at least one mullion welded thereto. However, 
given Schilling's Fig. 3 and the knowledge of one having ordinary skill in the art, it would have 
been obvious at the time the invention was made to use the structural teachings of Schilling with 
building frames of all types. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrick J. Chavez whose telephone number is (703) 306-5706. 
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